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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1-3, 8-14, 16, 17, 19, 22 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Fujimori et al., (Fujimori), USPAT 5,868,485. 

3. Fujimori discloses and shows in Fig. 5, a display device assembly, comprising: 



- a liquid crystal display panel (40R) (applicant's imager device) affixed to a 
frame plate (53) (applicant's substrate); and 
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- a frame plate (52) (applicant's mounting border) adapted for accepting the 
substrate, the mounting border having at least one engagement groove (52c) 
(applicant's stress relief recess). 

Accordingly, claim 1 is anticipated. 

As to claims 2 and 3, Fujimori clearly shows in Fig. 5 that the mounting border 
includes at least two mounting screw aperture (52d). 

As to claim 8, Fujimori shows in Fig. 5 that a flexible cable and connector 
assembly (41 R) affixed to the substrate. 

As to claims 9, 10, 12, 19 and 22, Fujimori also shows in Fig. 5 that the mounting 
border is rectangular in shape and the mounting screw hole (52d) is located within the 
rectangular perimeter of the mounting border and isolated from a main body of the 
mounting border by at least one of the stress relief recesses. 

As to claim 1 1 , Fujimori shows in Fig. 5 that the stress relief recess (52c) is 
positioned adjacent to a mounting screw aperture (52d). 

As to claims 13 and 17, Fujimori shows in Fig. 5 that the mounting frame 
(mounting border) includes two mounting holes and two stress relief recesses. 

As to claims 14 and 23, Fujimori also shows in Fig. 5 that the mounting frame is 
shaped as a polygon and the two mounting holes (52d) and the two stress relief 
recesses (52c) lie within the perimeter of the polygon. 

As to claim 16, it is from Fig. 5 of Fujimori that the stress relief recess is located 
adjacent to a mounting screw hole. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 4-7, 15, 18, 20, 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Fujimori as applied to claims 1-3, 8-14, 16, 17, 19, 22 and 23 
above and in view of Miles et al., (Miles), USPAT 5,515,188. 

6. Fujimori does not explicitly disclose that the substrate is affixed to the mounting 
border by a compliant adhesive and an aperture mask is affixed to the mounting border 
with an adhesive. 

Miles discloses (col. 1, lines 47-54) that using adhesive to affix to glass plates 
form a strong bond. 

Miles is evidence that ordinary workers in the art of liquid crystal would find a 
reason, suggestion or motivation to use adhesive to affix two elements. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to modify the display device assembly of Fujimori by 
affixing the substrate to the mounting border, using an adhesive so that a strong bond 
between them is attained, as per the teachings of Miles. 

Accordingly, claims 4 and 5 would have been obvious. 
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As to claims 6 and 7, an aperture mask interposed between the frame and the 
mounting border is common and known in the art and thus would have been obvious to 
precisely define a model. 

Double Patenting 

7. The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created 
doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the 
unjustified or improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent 
and to prevent possible harassment by multiple assignees. See In re Goodman 1 1 
F.3d 1 046, 29 USPQ2d 201 0 (Fed. Cir. 1 993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 

USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 
1982); In re Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970);and, In re Thorington, 
418 F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .321(c) may be 
used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory double 
patenting ground provided the conflicting application or patent is shown to be commonly 
owned with this application. See 37 CFR 1 .130(b). 

Effective January 1 , 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a 
terminal disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully complv with 
37 CFR 3.73(b). 

8. Claims 1-23 are rejected under the judicially created doctrine of obviousness- 
type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-19 of U.S. Patent No. 
6,307,603. Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not patentably 
distinct from each other because the claims of the instant application are in fact broader 
than the patented claims. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tarifur R Chowdhury whose telephone number is (703) 
308-41 15. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th (6:30-5:00) Friday Off. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William L Sikes can be reached on (703) 305-4842. The fax phone 
numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 
746-7005 for regular communications and (703) 308-7724 for After Final 
communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308- 


1782. 


T. Chowdhury / 
Patent Examiner " 
Technology Center 2800 
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